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[1] The amendment filed on 3/5/10 by the applicant has been entered and made of 
record. 

[2] RESPONSE TO APPLICANT'S ARGUMENTS 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-4,6-17 and 28-34 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

I. On page 9 of the reply, the applicant stated: 

"As noted by the Parker 782 patent, the digital objects may include various types of files, such 
as audio files, digitized music or voice annotation files, digital video segments, text documents, 
graphic file, database objects or the like. See, for example, column 3, lines 1-5 and column 3, 
lines 65- column 4, line 10 of the Parker 782 patent. Even though the Parker 782 patent 
contemplates a variety of different types of digital objects, the histogram does not provide any 
indication of the type of digital objects that are present in any particular time period. Instead, the 
histogram is a bar graph illustrating the number of digital objects per time period, but not the 
type of video objects." 

The examiner agrees with the applicant, where the histogram does not provide any 
indication of the type of digital objects that are present in any particular time period. However, in 
an updated search shows that Kaplan (US pub no 2001/0056434) discloses providing indication 
of the type of digital object, such as an audio file, image file or a video file (see figure 7, 
elements 36 and 48). 
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II. On page 10 of the reply, the applicant stated: 

"Thus, the combination of cited references would still fail to teach or suggest second instructions 
that are configured to generate the topographic view "so as to individually represent media file 
quantity for each of a plurality of different media file types ... [and] ... to concurrently display the 
individual representations of the media file quantity for each of the plurality of different media 
file types in relation to the same time units", as now set forth by amended independent Claim 1 ." 

The examiner agrees, where in the claims amendments overcome the combination of 
Parker (US pat no 6,996,782) in view of Chao (US pat no 5,732,184). However, in said updated 
search/consideration, the examiner found Parker (US pat no 6,996,782) in view of Kaplan (US 
pub no 2001/0056434) discloses all the claimed limitations of claim 1. 

Parker discloses an application for providing access to media files on a digital device, the 
application comprising a computer readable storage medium having computer-readable program 
instructions embodied in the medium, the computer-readable program instructions (see figure 1, 
14) comprising: 

first instructions for generating a media view that segments time into time units (see 
figure 2); and 

second instructions for generating a topographic view that graphically represents media 
file quantity in relation to the time units presented in the media view, wherein the second 
instructions are configured to generate the topographic view so as to individually represent 
media file quantity for each of a plurality of images , and wherein the second instructions are 
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further configured to generate the topographic view so as to concurrently display the individual 
representations of the media file quantity for each of the plurality of images in relation to the 
same time units (see figure 6B, displays plurality of images currently and histogram shows the 
quantity of files created on corresponding dates). 

Kaplan discloses providing indication of different type of digital objects, such as an audio 
file, image file or a video file (see figure 7, elements 36 and 48) in a display window. 

III. The combination of Parker and Kaplan as a whole discloses all the limitations of claim 1. 
All other arguments presented by the applicant are moot in view of the new grounds of 
rejections. Details discussed below. 

DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-4, 6-8, 13-17, 28 and 30-34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Parker (US pat no 6,996,782) in view of Kaplan (US pub no 2001/0056434). 
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With regards to claim 1, Parker discloses an application for providing access to media files on a 
digital device, the application comprising a computer readable storage medium having computer- 
readable program instructions embodied in the medium, the computer-readable program 
instructions (see figure 1, 14) comprising: 

first instructions for generating a media view that segments time into time units (see 
figure 2); and 

second instructions for generating a topographic view that graphically represents media 
file quantity in relation to the time units presented in the media view, wherein the second 
instructions are configured to generate the topographic view so as to individually represent 
media file quantity for each of a plurality of images , and wherein the second instructions are 
further configured to generate the topographic view so as to concurrently display the individual 
representations of the media file quantity for each of the plurality of images in relation to the 
same time units (see figure 6B, displays plurality of images currently and the histogram displays 
the quantity of files created on the corresponding time slot). 

Parker is silent in providing indication of different type of digital objects, such as an 
audio file, image file or a video file in a display window. However, it is well known to use a 
plurality of other multimedia contents such as audio files or video files to record current or social 
events. 

Kaplan discloses such feature, to provide indication of different type of digital objects, 
such as an audio file, image file or a video file (see figure 7, elements 36 and 48) in a display 
window. 
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It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to include to provide indication of different type of digital objects to allow 
user or operator to easily differential between the types of media files in order to reduce amount 
of time searching or retrieving multimedia files. 

With regards to claim 2, Parker discloses wherein the second instructions for generating a 
topographic view that graphically represents media file quantity in relation to the time units 
presented in the media view further defines media file quantity as the number of media files (see 
figure 3 A, 100). 

With regards to claim 3, Parker reads on wherein the second instructions for generating a 
topographic view that graphically represents media file quantity in relation to the time units 
presented in the media view further defines media file quantity as the storage volume of media 
files (see figure 3 A, 100, the histogram shows the volume media count for corresponding month). 

With regards to claim 4, the combination of Parker and Kaplan as a whole discloses generating a 
topographic view that graphically represents media file quantity in relation to the time units 
presented in the media view and graphically distinguishes between media files of a chosen media 
file characteristic in addition to the media file type (see Parker figure 6B, where is shows the 
plurality of time units and see Kaplan figure 4 showing currently displaying the different types of 
media files). 
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With regards to claim 6, the combination of Parker and Kaplan as a whole discloses generating a 
topographic view that graphically distinguishes between media files of a chosen media file 
characteristic and the chosen media characteristic is defined in media file metadata (see Parker 
figure 6B, where is shows the plurality of time units and see Kaplan figure 4 showing currently 
displaying the different types of media files)). 

With regards to claim 7, the combination of Parker and Kaplan as a whole discloses generating a 
topographic view that graphically distinguishes between media files of a chosen media file 
characteristic further comprises a media file characteristic chosen from the group consisting of 
media file size, event related to the media file, media file author, media file title and media file 
keyword (see Parker figure 6B, where is shows the plurality of time units, and column 3, lines 9- 
14). 

With regards to claim 8, Parker discloses the time units are months and years (see figure 2). 

With regards to claim 13, Parker reads on generating a topographic view further includes 
instruction for generating a focus mechanism that provides for the media files to be previewed 
(see figure 6B). 

With regards to claim 14, Parker reads on generating lenses for identifying areas within the 
topographic view that include results of a search of the media files, wherein the second 
instructions are configured to generate the lenses to have distinct characteristic in order to 
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represent different searches or different amount of media files that satisfy the search (see figure 
6B, when a section of the timeline is selected, system will search for images selected in the 
timeline and displays them, in addition to displaying images, the histogram also shows the 
amount of images originated from the selected date, figure 4, the 'search ' is when the user 
searches for the desired time unit). 

With regards to claim 15, Parker reads on generating highlighted areas within the topographic 
view that identifies areas of user interest (see figure 6B, the mouse cursor points at late 1999 to 
open files). 

With regards to claims 16, 17 and 31, see the rationale for claim 1 . In addition, Parker also 
discloses a display device for displaying time bar and topographic view (see figure 6B). 

With regards to claim 28, Parker reads on to generate the topographic view so as to graphically 
represent media file quantity as the storage volume of media files in relation to the time units 
presented in the media view (see figure 6B, each time unit in the histogram indicates storage 
volume of media files). 

With regards to claims 30 and 34, see the rationale for claim 14. 



With regards to claim 32, see the rationale for claim 28. 
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With regards to claim 33, see the rationale for claim 11. 

3. Claims 9 and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Parker 
(US pat no 6,996,782) in view of Kaplan (US pub no 2001/0056434) as applied to claim 1 
further in view of Chao (US pat no 5,732,184). 

With regards to claim 10, the combination of Parker and Kaplan as a whole discloses all the 
limitations of claim 7, but does not disclose dividing the graphical representations into more than 
one portion of the topographic view based on a chosen distinguishing media file characteristic. 

Chao discloses the second instructions for generating a topographic view that includes 
generating a baseline representation further includes generating a baseline representation that 
provides for dividing the graphical representations into more than one portion of the topographic 
view based on a chosen distinguishing media file characteristic (see figure 3, video and audio are 
divided into different rows). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to include the teachings of Chao into Parker and Kaplan, which is dividing 
the graphical representations into more than one portion of the topographic view, to show 
highlight the content of the file so user can easily determine whether if that is a desired file. 

With regards to claim 9, see the rationale for claim 10. 
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4. Claims 11,12 and 29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Parker (US pat no 6,996,782) in view of Kaplan (US pub no 2001/0056434) as applied to claim 1 
further in view of Bishop (US pat no 4,589,140). 

With regards to claim 1 1, the combination of Parker and Kaplan as a whole discloses all the 
limitations of claim 7, but does is silent in generating a zoom mechanism that provides for a 
more detailed graphical representation of media files than provided by the topographic view 
including a graphical representation of the media files in accordance with more finely divided 
time units than in the topographic view, wherein the second instructions are configured to 
concurrently display both at least a portion of the topographic view and the more detailed 
graphical representation of the media files. 

The combination of Parker, Kaplan and Bishop as a whole discloses a zoom mechanism 
that provides for a more detailed graphical representation of media files and concurrently display 
both at least a portion of the topographic view and the more detailed graphical representation of 
the media files (see figure 7 of Bishop, a zoom function is used to capture the image of defect 
areas). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to include the teachings of Bishop into Parker and Kaplan, which is dividing 
the graphical representations into more than one portion of the topographic view, to further 
examine the graphic thumbnail, so the correct thumbnail is selected. 
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With regards to claim 12, Parker discloses the second instructions for generating a zoom 
mechanism further provides for the zoom mechanism that provides for a detailed graphical 
representation of media files and the ability to access the media files via the detailed graphical 
representation {the plot in figure 6E is more detailed than the plot in figure 6D). 

With regards to claim 29, see the rationale for claim 1 1 . 

Conclusion 

[3] Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 
A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE MONTHS from 
the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO MONTHS of the 
mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after the end of the 
THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on 
the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be 
calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory 
period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 
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8623) or cell (917)763-1 192. The examiner can be reached anytime. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Vu Le can be reached on (571) 272-7332. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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